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This is a decision on the petition filed January 13, 2006 for supervisory review 
of an examiner's restriction requirement under 37 CFR 1.144. Petitioner 
requests the relief of withdrawal of the restriction requirement. 

The petition is Granted. 

In the instant application, restriction was required in the Office action of July 06, 
2005 between two identified groups, Group I corresponding to claims 1-3 and Group II 
corresponding to claims 4-6. This requirement was made final in the Office action of 
October 31, 2005, although the examiner indicated in that Ofiice action that all claims 
were going to be examined upon reconsideration. Since restriction is between distinct 
claimed inventions, and the examiner agreed that all of the claims pending at the time 
of the October 31, 2005 Ofiice action read on a single (the "elected") invention, the 
restriction requirement should not have been made final. Petitioner is entitled to the 
relief requested, and the restriction requirement that was made final by the October 
31, 2005 Office action is hereby withdrawn. It should be noted that this petition is 
being granted based on the fact that all claims pending at the time of the October 31, 
2005 Ofiice action are common to a single invention, and nothing in this decision 
precludes a potential future restriction requirement should the claims be amended at 
some point to distinctly claim more than one properly restrictable invention. 

The application is being returned to the examiner for consideration of the amendment 
filed January 13, 2006. 



